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Before the Federal Communicafions Commission
Washington DC 20554 :

I the matter of

Comment on Supplemental Filing
Submitced by Bell Atlantic Corporation

and GTE Corporatien
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/// CC Docket No. 98-184
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s supplemental Filing on Jam. 27,200

féguarding the pending transfer applications. As a resident of Tampa Bay area,

this area being 218t of top 100 Metropolitan

proposing to deny the merger at this time. Con

$ervice Areas in the US, 1

am

traty to the statements made by

the Applicants, the merger will not serve the Public's interest. GTE is; not

LRN-LNP capable in even our top MSA market as

f Dec. 31,1999 being 1Z months

Euhind schedule, as: dictated by FCC 95—116 third order (May 1998) and re-affirmed

by the 4th order (June 1999) as it rélaces.to

L

ortablilty. As per the orﬁer,

top LO0 MSA's wmust bg LNP capable by December 31, 1998. The order furcher stipulaced

chac companies could not charge for portabilit)

y (in our area 76¢ /mo. for resfdencial)

and $3.25 per trunk line- business customers) ynless they could port. Oqtside the

top 100 MSA's, a CLEC had to make a demand and

I am enclosing the LERG which is the 952 LAT)

they had a different timekable.

A area. The NPA's 1t serves are:

813, 727, 941 and 863. This is a late 1999 LERG which will show GTE is not LNP capable

in over 30% of our MSA, and

February 1, 1999. This 1lg alsc in violation of

they could not charge for portability 1f they

they charged our whole area a portability charge starting

the FCC 95-116 third order which :ctated

were not LNP capables.

( concinued)




Not only has the PUBLIC been‘violacéd ( and
?area 1s not an isolated fncident) CLEC's, mos
:co provide local (business) phone sérvice, are
;It is my belief that for this merger to occur}
;lisc Of‘requirements showing that ch:y alloweg
If these "baby bellé" have not upgrédéd their
‘'on their switches to be LNP capable, ﬁow afe ¢

GTE, being 12 months behind the FCC portabilit

Time Warner 1in the commercial business phone m

a very lucrative market. This is in direct con
;stacements:
"...that no aspect of tha merger will prod

effects in any telecommunications markect.'

I am also severely troubled that FCC woulq
;p a corporation (DataCo) that in 5 years vou
éf 807 conversion of equity lnCerest.lThat is
hahamas while you're married to your mistress
same §penario to & cabls company?

I am shamed at the thought that Mr. Kennar
to monitor and review the performance of the I
general public. As FCC, NANPA, and most atate
the public's numbers." If major corporations a
such as FCC 95-116 (3rd and 4th order), the Co
for the PUBLIC to the garbage can. The PUBLIC
are 1002 LNP capable in their rop 1@0 MSA's, ¢
of CLECs to compete, but to insure the charges

services these companies can perform AT THE T

my belliaef the order meant ' Charge customers n

3
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it is my belief that Tampa Bay

t being cable companies wanting

unabie to compete for sérvice.

Bell Atlantic and GTE had a check-
competicion into theilr 1;cal markets.
equipment and done the prévisioning
able gompanies (CLEC's) aile to compere?
y dates, are eyduding companies like
arket .in the Tampa Bay area, which 1s

tradiction to BRell Aclancic:-GTE's

uce significant anti-competitive

also allow GTE Internecworking
1d revert back to GTE in #he way
like storing your wife in;the

in Tahici. Would you allow this

4

d of the PCCihas not seen fit

ndustry, as it relates cojche
PSC's have stated, "These?are
re allowed to violate FCCéorders,
mmiseion Abrogates ics re;ponsibilicies
is serQed when GTE and Befl Atlantic
hereby not only insuring éhe abiliey

on the PUBLIC's phone biﬂls are for
IME OF THE CHARGING. It 15 not

bw before being LNP capable to porc."
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It 1s my sincere wish, therefore, not b

companies, and having not been paid for my
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ping employed by cable oribaby—bell

bpinion, that the FCC will seriously

look into these charges and review the LERGS in the GTE-Bell Atlantic areas,

and substantiarte the claims that I am makin

1 have, at this time,

area GTE customers for being charged for poj

that would mean milli

Public Council- to the attention of Charles

and action.

in this filing. From the interpretation
ns of dollars are owed to the Tampa Bay

rtability when in fact GTE was not

LNP capable. I am submicting these and earlier LERGs, therefore to the Office of

Beck, for Florida's furcher revicw

These are'my statements as of February 13,.2000 as a citizen in

Pinellas County.
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Peggy Afvehitas

(727)-742=1386 home

pegremax2000@yahoo.com




